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DIGEST: 

Protest is summarily denied where the protester 
has failed to state a legal basis for precluding 
another firm from bidding or receiving an award 
under the protested solicitation. 

Tinsman & Houser, Inc., on behalf of IBI Security 
Services, Inc., protests the award of a contract to Total 
Maintenance, Inc. (Total), under Fort Sam Houston invitation 
for bids No. DAKF49-83-B-0050. It is contended that since 
the contracting agency failed to exercise an option to 
extend the prior Total contract for these services solely 
because to do so would have caused Total to lose money in 
providing the services under the exercised option, Total 
should not have been permitted to bid for 'the immediate con- 
tract. We summarily deny the protest. 

Since it is clear on the face of the protest that it is 
without merit, we have decided the protest without obtaining 
an agency report pursuant to 4 C.F.R. 8 21.3(g) (1983). 

Under the statute governing this procurement, 10 
U . S . C .  $ 2305 (1982), the agency is required to draft speci- 
fications that assure free and full competition and award a 
contract to the low responsive and responsible bidder. We 
are not aware of any principle precluding a firm, such as 
Total, from bidding on a contract and receiving an award 
where it is the low responsive and responsible bidder, 
irrespective of whether an option under its prior contract 
should have been exercised. 
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